University of Rhode Island

DigitalCommons@URI
Faculty Senate Bills

Faculty Senate

3-17-1966

Report of the Committee on Academic Standards and providing
for recognition in a "Dean's list" of freshmen and sophomores
who, in a given semester, achieve QPA of 3. and of juniors and
seniors who achieve a QPA of 3.20.
University of Rhode Island Faculty Senate

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.uri.edu/facsen_bills

Recommended Citation
University of Rhode Island Faculty Senate, "Report of the Committee on Academic Standards and
providing for recognition in a "Dean's list" of freshmen and sophomores who, in a given semester, achieve
QPA of 3. and of juniors and seniors who achieve a QPA of 3.20." (1966). Faculty Senate Bills. Paper 142.
https://digitalcommons.uri.edu/facsen_bills/142https://digitalcommons.uri.edu/facsen_bills/142

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Faculty Senate at DigitalCommons@URI. It has been
accepted for inclusion in Faculty Senate Bills by an authorized administrator of DigitalCommons@URI. For more
information, please contact digitalcommons@etal.uri.edu.

Serial Mu1,be R

UNIVERSITY OF RHODE ISLAND
FACULTY SENATE

. -=·

: 87

E C E iV ED.

UNIVERSITY OF R.

uR 0(;-.:~:

[r.;•.. ..

1n"n
!::1 · ~
'J

~~
(;:

~-t;~:·.·..
f.-

OF THE PRES1DENt

Adopted

~

the Faculty Senate

TO:

Pr~sident

FROM:

Chairman of the Faculty Senate

I.

Francis H. Horn

The Attached BILL, titled Repor t of the Committee on Academi c Sta ndards and
prov id i ng for recogni t ion in a 11 Dean 1 s List 11 of f reshmen and sophomo res who ,
i n a · iven semes t er, achi"eve a QPA of 3 .0 and of ·uniors and seni o r s who
achieve a QPA o 3 . 2 0~
is forwarded for your consideration.

2.

The or i gina 1 and two copies for your use a.re inc 1uded. · .

3.

This BILL was_- ad,opte~ ·by vote of . the Fa<:ulty Senate' on: ·March 17, 1966
· ·· · .
·
·· . .
· ..
(date)
After considering this bill, will you please indicate your approval or
disapproval. Return the original or forward it to the Board of Trustees,
completing the appropriate endorsement below.

4.

5.

In accordance with Section 8, paragraph 2 of the Senate's By-Laws, this
bill will become effective on April 7, 1966
(date), three weeks
after Senate approval, unless: {1) specific dates for implementation are
written into the bill;. (2) you return it disapproved; (3) you forward
it to the Board of Trustees for their approval; or (4) the University
Faculty petitions for a referendum. If the bill is forwarded to the
Board of Trustees, it wi 11 not become effective unt i 1 approved by the Board.

(·~J ,(_z. c_lxU \ W G:. '-'-'~u._.Q_ Is/
Chairman of the Faculty Senate ~

ENDORSEMENT 1..
TO:

Chairman of the Faculty Senate

FROM:

President of the University

I•

Returned. ~

2.

Approved~.

3.

(If approved) In my opinion,
not necessary.

Disapproved___________
rustees is

~ v~vf ·(_~~l,
{date)

·I

Form approved 11/65

(over)

I

..

.'

•

.~

'

~

·,

.

ALTERNATE ENOORSEMENT 1.
TO:

Chairman of the Board of Trustees. · ·

FROM:

The University President

1.

Forwarded.

2.

Approved.
.

.,

'

.

~--~~~~~~~~--~~~~·Is/

., I

President -

(Qate}

-.ENDORSEMENT 2.
Chai;rman of the F:aeulty ~enate

TO:

:'J

FROM:

1.

;

'

J .~

Chairman of the Board of Truste~s ', 'via the University President.

Forwarded.

--------------------~--~--~Is/

(date)

--

--

(Office}

- - - - -- - . - - - - -

ENDORSEMENT 3.
Chairman of · the. FaeuHy

TO:
FROM:
1.

Senate

The University President

,.

Forwarded from the Chairman of the Board of Trustees~ ' ·

. /s/

(date)

. - - - - - - --

------------~----------~----~·
President

-- - - - - - - . - - - - -

Original received and forwarded to the Sec'retary of the Senate and Registrar
for filing in the Archives of the University.
·~.

(date)

·---'------~~:..::_-----~-,(·· s/
Chairman of the Faculty Senate

UNIVERSITY OF RHODE ISLAND
Kingston, Rhode Is~and
FACULTY SENATE
March

4,

~966

Report of Committee on Academic Standards
The Committee recommends that the fo~owing regulations be adopted to
:recognize outstanding academic achievement among undergraduates.
Recommendation
Ful~

time undergraduate students that have achieved certain leve~s of' academic
in any semester shal~ be honored at the end of that semester by
:inclusion of their names on a "Dean's List." Freshmen· and sophomores will qualify
by achieving a 3.00 quality point average, while juniors and seniors will need a
3.20 quality point average. The Registrar shall compile lists of students
kl!M:, have obtained the required quality point average andmake them available for
publication. The appropriate academic deans may wish to write letters of
recognition to the parents of the students on their respective lists and to the
students concerned, as a gesture of congratulation.
exce~ence

who

Historical Action
On lYlay 20, 1965 the Committee on Academic Standards recommended to the
faculty Senate;
l.

That a certificate denoting scholastic honors be awarded each
regular student who obtains a quality point average of J.OO or
above for an academic year. These certificates will ordinarily
be presented on Honors Day each October.

2.

That a "Dean's List" shall be established to recognize publicly
the academic achievement of students. It shall include the names
of students that have obtained a quality point average of 3.00 or
above during a single semester. A student's name shall be placed
on the list within two weeks of the end of the semester in which
the quality point average of' 3.00 'was achieved.

Discussion of the above recommendations in The Senate resulted in their being
ref'erred back to committee with respect to the belief that certain parts of the
Honors Section (Sec. 22, pp. 69-70) 6th edition of the University Manual were
related to points 1 and 2 above and had been omitted from the 7th edition of the
Manual.
The committee was charged by The Faculty Senate (memo of October 19 1 1965) to
investigate the statements in both the 6th and 7th editions of the Manual pertaining
to honoring students for academic achievement and to determine if omission of
certain parts of Sec. 22, 6th edition of the Manual had occurred.
Discussion with Dr. R. Harrison and Dr. N. Rorholm indicated that the
omission of' parts a and b of Sec. 22, 6th Edition of the Manua~ were the intent of
the committee · that drafted the "Honors Program" but apparently, this point had
eluded formal action by The Senate.
·
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Current Action
In consideration of our previous recommendations, the committee examined
part b, Section 22, 6th edition of the University Manual and found that:
1.

The system awarded scholastic honors annually on the basis of
a cumulative quality point average, several months after
honors were achieved by the students concerned.

2.

The method for determining who shall have scholastic honors
produced unrealistic and non-standard goals of achievement;
i.e., the quality point average used to recognize honors
students could vary from one year to the next by its method -of'
calculation.

Our conclusions were that the regulations concerning yearly honors as
indicated by part b, Sec. 22, 6th edition o;f the University Manual are inadeqtlate
because they fail to recognize a student's academic achievement when it occurs
and provide an annually varying standard for determining who shall receive honors.
We are of the opinion that recognition of' the scholasti9 -achievement of
students at the University from all undergraduate classes should be pursued with
more vigor. Honoring students for an academic performance that is distinctly
above average should encourage them to continue their good work and also stimulate
students who are marginal to this level of performance to make greater academic
efforts.
.'L.·

In the opinion of' the committee, maximum stimulus to students issues from
rapid recognition of' student achievement on a semester basis.
The committee believes that two__ standards of' achievement for the recognition
of' outstanding scholarship were in the best interests_of' all students. With
regard to such variables as adjustment to the University community, mastery of
independent study and the nature of courses pasic _to continuing study, the
freshman and sophomore years appear -a s most difficult. To compensate for this,
the committee chose 3.00 as the qua~ity point average to be attained by
freshmen and sophomores named to the "Dean's List. 11
A grade point requirement of 3.20 for junior .and senior students was selected
as a result of the committee's attitude toward achievement in these academic years.
A majority of' students have considerable leeway in their junior and senior years
for selecting electives of personal interest andmost are into their major areas
of study. With the above in mi~d, the committee believed that a higher level of
achievement should be required in order to recognize superior ability and make
proper awards for it.
Now 1 to the method of implementing· recognition. At the end of each
semester the Registrar will compute the quality point average of each student and
prepare lists for those students in each college that have achieved averages
illustrating their superior academic performance. These lists, traditionally
called "Dean' s Lists 11 1 will be sent to the appropriate academic deans. The
committee suggests that each dean prepare letters of recognition for the parents
and/or guardians of' the students co11cerned. In addition the committee presumes
that the University's Public Relations o.fficials will adequately publish the
names of students on the Dean's Lists in media best suited for the purpose.

..'
... 3 The above report is submitted by

J. Corl.ess
F. Drews

H. Farnum
E. Farrell

w.

Smith
F. Woods

J. Kupa

-Chairman

